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THE NEWSLETTER OF THE WILDLANDS STUDIES AND INFORMATION CENTER
Room 207 Forestry Building, U of MT, Missoula, Montana 59812 (406) 243-5361
Wilderness and The Public: 
Short Shrifted in Political Agendas
As this election draws imminent, it seems important to take a 
step back and look at the big picture. One important issue is wild 
lands, wild animals, and public lands, public involvement and the 
decisions which effect al) of the above.
There is a lot of rhetoric floating around as to what Montanans 
want, and it seems much of the answers are being supplied from 
above, much like tncklc-down economics. It seems there ‘-an be 
discerned. from looking at a number of different directions, a pattern 
that leads towards the increasing disempowerment of the public in 
public land policy issues. Increasingly, big bureaucracies, big 
government, big business, all seem to be benefitttng from the
by Jennifer Wilkie 
polarization of concerned citizens with interests in wildland issues. 
Meanwhile, we are being left by the roadside while habitat 
destruction and massive species extirpation are knocking at our 
doorstep, lhere is much to be reaped from a people w ho arc 
divided. Such tactics have been used quite successfully for 
centuries. This article is an attempt to look at a number of different 
focal points; agencies, laws, various issues, and see what can be 
gleaned from recent events.
The United States Forest Service (USFS) often been 
accused of being in cahoots with the timber industry. For years it 
seemed that their interpretation of a mandate to manage public lands 
consisted of rendering them to the private timber interests as quickly 
as possible. The documentation of consistently below cost timber 
sales on National Forest land has only in the past few years met with 
public scrutiny. While the presence of the Association of Forest 
Service Employees for Environmental Ethics points towards the 
possibilities of new directions, it is safe to say that the Forest 
Service is an agency still largely directed by the old guard; foresters 
who dominate the ranks from quite a different era than AFSEEE is 
hopefully heralding in. The record of the USFS shows a woefully 
deficient history of protecting wild areas. Furthermore, recent 
examples show an exhibition of downright reluctance to abide not 
only the law. (such as attempts to circumvent or toss out the appeals 
process), but also, in slickly managing, diffusing, and manipulating 
the public input that is so crucial to public land issues.
In a recent article for the Missoula Independent (Volume 3, 
No.2,8/28-9/17,1992), Dan Funsch provides an excellent 
documentation of 90’s style 'people management'. Through his 
attendance at the Forest Service's public meeting on the Rock Creek 
drainage, Dan quickly learned that this was a meeting "...designed to 
disempower the public and discourage emotional expression." He 
encountered "...carefully prepared presentations..." by public 
relations professionals, and was even treated to the butcher paper 
treatment. (For the uninitiated, this is the method by which public 
comments are moved from our lips to agency ears.) Witness the 
following exchange Dan recorded; A man said, "No more logging 
in Rock Creek". "So could we say you're concerned about timber 
harvest?" replied the butcher-pad note taker. These proceedings 
took place to decide (indeed, for the second year in a row!) that the 
Forest Plans do need to be amended. Such a meeting seems an 
effective way to manage potential public opposition to such sales. 
People let out steam, a situation is diffused, and, largely, the Forest 
Service goes back to 'getting the cut out' as it was originally 
designed. Indeed such meetings are effective, but from who’s 
viewpoint?
The Forest Service seems almost incapable of responding to 
obvious public disapproval of the 26 timber sales in the Rock Creek 
drainage the Forest Plan put forth. Such blatant bureaucratic 
logjamming to protect their vested interest in limber sales (costing 
the taxpayer untold millions each year) is but one of many examples 
the Forest Service has provided us. The real question is how long is 
it going to take them to recognize and respond to the public's call for 
a real "new perspective" in forest management, especially in this, 
the last intact bioregion in the lower 48.
The wolf hearings which took place in Helena this summer can 
be seen as decidedly revealing in terms of the two very different 
agendas of the participants- the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), and the public. (Please see Bob Ekey's Article, p. 9). The 
hearings were commissioned by an "...anti-wolf congressman, and 
senators from Montana, Wyoming and Idaho...", who stand to 
benefit from further polarization of interested parties involved in 
this debate. Very few issues in our culture promote such passion in 
both supporters and opponents, as the idea of wolves repopulating 
the west. Throughout its history, the USFWS has primarily been 
charged with getting rid of critters such as the wolf (especially 
through the Predator Control Program). This has often been at the 
call of the ranch and farming industries that have dominated much 
of the west. It is obvious from the USFWS, and many western state 
Senator's agendas that the well-lobbied industries still wield 
considerable power.
An important question here is whether such industries are really 
reflecting what people in the west want. Is it time to form new 
administrative priorities within the agency? If one listens to the 
outcome of the Helena meeting, and the 5 Others that were held, 
there is a decidedly pro-wolf majority within this country. Again, 
the issue here seems to be whether or not a public agency such as 
the USFWS is capable of responding to public opinion, or are they 
too mired in the concrete agenda set by extractive industries in the 
west for so long.
Perhaps the most devastating outcome for wild lands and 
animals in this country results from the pitting of the environment 
against economics. During the past 12 years, the Reagan-Bush 
administrations have become adept at capitalizing on this issue from 
a number of different fronts, the most recently visible one being the 
spotted owl issue. Big business' in this country have reaped the 
benefits, while the last remaining wild lands and animals fall by the 
wayside.
Our last issue of Words on Wilderness (Spring, 1992) focused 
on the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and in it, Jasper Carlton (of 
the Biodiversity Legal Foundation) wrote that "...without national 
leadership from the executive branch of the government that reflects 
a genuine commitment to the goals of the ESA as part of this 
nation's efforts to preserve natural diversity, the Act has fallen on 
bad times. The Bush administration has consistently demonstrated 
major interest in removing obstacles to economic development." 
Unfortunately, this administration envisions the ESA and the 
estimated 6,000 to 9,000 biologically threatened and endangered 
species in this country as such obstacles. What is more telling is 
that when you look at who is actually benefitting economically from 
such policies, it is increasingly not the general public. When 
statistics tell you that despite a 26% increase in logging from 
1979-1987 in the US, there was a 20% decrease in timber jobs, you 
can be certain multinational corporations did not feel the heat. 
Congress passed the ESA, "...the most important law in the world in 
the protection of natural diversity.". The responsibility remains ours 
to hold all branches of our government responsible for carrying out 
its high moral tenets.
A last example of attempts to circumvent the law in the name of 
safeguarding agency information from public scrutiny can be found 
with respect to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). In his 
recent article in the Missoula Indeoendant (Vol.
3,No.2,8/28-9/17/92). Jack Thorndike told the story of Keith 
Hammer's attempts to discern agency agendas concerning logging in 
grizzly bear habitat in the Upper Yaak Valley. The article details 
the influence of Sen. McClure of Idaho in getting the USFWS and 
USFS to raise their original plan for cutting 65 million board feet to 
90 million board feet.
Keep in mind that both agencies are operating under mandate 
from the Endangered Species Act to preserve this critical grizzly 
habitat. Filing under the FOIA, Hammer's attempts to access 
documents detailing negotiations between the Senator and Agencies, 
and also to see areas under consideration, were repeatedly denied.
The reasons included an exemption "...for documents that could 
compromise further debate within the agency.". This "predecisional 
loophole" allows negotiations to continue unimpeded by public 
involvement. ''You can get the information only after the agency 
makes its decision, and then it's too late,” Hammer says. This 
prompts charges from environmentalists that such manipulations of 
the public's right to access such critical documents "...is pan of a 
rising tide of corruption in federal land management agencies 
seeking to lock the public out of decisions about their own land.". 
Once again, we are faced with agency manipulation of the public's 
right to access important information about critical wild land and 
animal issues, even when FOIA exists to safeguard such access.
In the end, much of the preceding documentation seems to 
harken a reminder that we live in a supposedly democratic 
state...of, by, and for the people. We pay taxes to elect and 
administer a government that will serve us in maintaining this 
country, and its land and animals, in a way that will benefit all. 
Unfortunately, it seems the more we learn about what is going on in 
the corporate boardrooms, and behind closed doors, the more we 
see a determined manipulation of issues and public emotion for 
purposes that are not our own.
The increased polarization of agency against agency, 
environmentalist against environmentalists, and citizen against 
citizen, only serves to offer us up piecemeal to the hands of those 
who care not for our welfare, let alone that of the wild land and 
animals that sustain us both physically and spiritually. We must 
each take personal responsibility for calling our government and 
attendant land and animal managers back to the purpose for which 
they were formed - to serve we, the people. Adjacently, we must 
unite and work together to preserve and protect the wildness that 
remains on this planet.
-Jennifer Wilkie
Special thanks to The Missoula Independant. Jasper Carlton, 
and Bob Ekey, for information supplied for this article.
by Siobhan VanLanen
Abuse, destruction, and chaos 
shakes the earth.
Love is the magic power 
that binds the world together.
When we swing
on the flowering winds of compassion 
we are open
to acknowledge the intricate webs of 
unity
and the symphony of the life force 
that sings throughout our hearts.
Energy, Mining, and Timber 
Political Action Committee (PAC)
autumn, it's so good
to see you again."
The following is a list of PAC Contributions to Montana Senators
Max Baucus and Conrad Bums and Montana Congressmen Pat Williams 
and Ron Marlenee
first bright tittle leaves 
long since shined andgone 
then aspen trees 
also blown and brown.

























starting on the ridgetop across the road 
begins a color 
green 
but bold
down along the river 
in the middle of town 
big ole trees 
gild their crown.
and atop that ridge 
across the road 




that ma%es us sich^ 
This green softens and glows 
and within this green 
new colors grow.
flaming yellow! scarlet orange!
Figures based on candidate reports filed with the Federal Election 
Commission in Washington D.C.. PAC industry affiliation taken from 
Almanac of Federal FAC's -1988- by Ed Zuckerman. PAC information 
researched by Michael Copeland- Missoula, MT August 1992.
Steve ‘Maher
,|2o Larch, my friends, again and again."
Compost
by Hesapa
Gramma taught me to garden. The family matriarch, she'd been 
at the business nearly eighty years when I was old enough to learn. 
The summer I was nineteen (she eighty-seven), she went to Alaska 
for two months leaving me to look after her three gardens, each 
planted weeks further into the season, lucking herself into the cab 
for the airport, her final admonition to me was "Now don't forget the 
Sevin or the grasshoppers'll get all my beans."
Colorado can produce a fierce population, it's true, but for the 
first time in memory I ignored a direct order and gardened according 
to the precepts expounded by those environmental fanatics and 
gardening bohemians at Rodale Press. The gardens grew bumper 
crops: the next year Gramma went back to her Sevin and I started 
building compost heaps.
Foregoing poison was one thing, building "those dungpiles" 
another. The entire family was outraged even though my grand 
experiment was unfolding twelve hundred miles north of their noses, 
at my new home in Bellingham, XXbshington. My revenge was 
simple-I sent snapshots of myself grinning beneath seven foot com, 
acorn squash fronds waving redolently over my noggin, nasturtiums 
and marigolds and tangled herbs running riot over the mudders on 
my feet.
Twelve years later I spent the week before I was due in my 
firetower in central Wyoming visiting Gramma. It was to be the last 
time we would see each other. We sat across her kitchen table. She 
looked at me over ninety-nine years of living and she said, "Child, 
you've lost husband, baby, home and even that danged scrawny 
orange cat. You've got a truck, a sleeping bag and a job all by your 
lonesome on a mountain for four months. What I want to know is 
this: why is it the only lines in your face are laugh tracks around 
your eyes?"
"Compost" I said. "Gramma, that’s the secret. No poison and 
plenty of compost.''
She said, "What do you mean?"
I looked at her garden plot, square and neatly turned, thought of 
my own, free-form and messy with mulch, laughed and took her old 
fine hand in mine.
"Darlin' Heart, I take all the bullshit, all the garbage, all the dead 
leaves and windtrash in my life, and I make a pile of it."
She said, "Most of us do that."
"Ah," I said, "but most folks stop there and all they've got's an 
open sewer. Nope, for compost, I have to cry, but not too much for 
the stuff must be kept moist, not wet. I have to turn it over and over 
in my mind, for it also needs air or it'll clump down on itself. And 
then I have to let it alone till the next day, which is as hard a work as 
any of it. But by and by that pile of trash and shit changes into the 
most beautiful soul stuff you ever saw, clean and sweet and dark and 
rich, like gold in the hands. And then I spread that magic in the 
neediest parts of my garden, and the last handful I sprinkle by my 
favorite green people, whether they need it or not."
She looked a little confused. Also, she was not used to being 
lectured on garden craft. "What garden do you mean?" she said, 
somewhat testy.
"My heart-garden. Gramma," I said. "No matter what—no 
matter if that garden gets dozed down, salted and asphalted over, I 
can always make compost, I can always start it growin' again."
She looked out the window awhile, and I thought she'd maybe 
gone to sleep sitting up when she said softly, "Whata you grow in 
there?"
"Everything," I said, "Although my favorite is an almond tree 
by the well. Got a peace rose too, for you. Also beans."
"Any grasshoppers?"
"Yes."
"You are the most peculiar child."
"Well the birds have to eat."
"I reckon they eat your cherries, too."
"I got all I need."
She smiled at me. "I see you do."
Mai nia Hesapa lives in Missoula. Montana and is a regular 
contributor to WORDS ON WILDERNESS. Born in the Rockies, she 
says "Imake: images in words, colors, light, motion. I don't make 
very much money. I am happy."
Many thanks to Marnia for this special piece.
Untracked minds, untracked places. X 
So much to be said as I look \
out at untouched, uncivilized places. \
It is nice to be able to lav here and know that mv* a a *thoughtsand solitude will remain untouched 
without human intrusion.
This solitude is mine this day and I bathe 
in the peacefulness.
The sun has gone over the mountain..
Back to my family /
of travelling companions. /
by Linda McFarland Lorentz
Wolf Recovery Support Grows
by Bob Ekey
On the eve of a series of controversial public hearings 
concerning wolf recovery in Yellowstone, photos and videos were 
distributed of a possible wolf in Yellowstone National Park's 
Hayden Valley. Film of the suspected wolf was shot by a film crew 
working on a grizzly bear story for Busch Productions. Big Sky 
naturalist and photographer Kevin Sanders shot still photos of the 
wolf while it fed on a bison carcass alongside a grizzly bear and 
coyote.
While interesting, the sighting was not biologically significant. 
Only when breeding pairs of wolves are in Yellowstone will there 
be any chance of recovery. Only one wolf was sighted and, while 
most biologists said it looked like a wolf, at least one scientist said 
the animal might be a wolf-dog hybrid. Still, the amount of media 
interest surrounding the sighting was significant—and demonstrates 
how many people are interested in seeing wolves return to 
Yellowstone.
Support for wolf recovery in Yellowstone and Central Idaho 
was demonstrated at six public hearings constructed by the U.S Fish 
and Wildlife service in August. The hearings were conducted in 
Helena, Montana; Boise, Idaho; Cheyenne, Wyoming; Seattle, 
Washington; Salt Lake City, Utah; and Washington, D.C..
According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, from a total of 
435 witnesses who testified at the six hearings, 78 percent favored 
returning wolves to Yellowstone. The lopsided support ranged 
from a low of 60 percent at one hearing to a high of more than 90 
percent. Eighty-five percent of the witnesses at the Cheyenne 
hearing supported wolf recovery.
The Greater Yellowstone Coalition worked with a host of other 
conservation organizations to encourage members to attend 
hearings in their area. The result was excellent support for wolves 
at all hearings, including the hearing in Helena where anti-wolf 
groups had organized a rally.
The overwhelming support for wolves was somewhat ironic, 
since it was an anti-wolf congressman, and senators from Montana, 
Wyoming and Idaho who called for the hearings, after the results 
from another series of meetings were released showing the 
participants expressed support for wolf reint reduction in 
Yellowstone.
During public "open houses" on wolf recovery in April, more 
than 1,700 people attended, most expressing that the wolf is a 
missing link in the Yellowstone Ecosystem and should be replaced.
Meanwhile a new federal study reveals that reluming wolves to 
Yellowstone would generate an extra $19 million annually for the 
park and three bordering states. The money would come from 
additional tourism in the region.
The same report said that while some elk, moose, and deer 
would be killed by wolves and affect hunting opportunities, the 
effect would not be significant.
reprinted with permission from the Greater Yellowstone Coalition 
Newsletter.
Editor’s Note: On September 30th, not long after the above 
mentioned wolf was sighted, a party of elk hunters in the Teton 
Wilderness in Bridger Teton National Forest shot and killed a 
"wolf-like" animal, having mistaken it for a coyote. The animal 
was sent to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's National Forensics 
Laboratory in Ashland. Oregon, for DNA analysis to determine if it 
is a wolf or wolf hybrid. According to the Endangered Species Act. 
fines for killing a wolf can be as much as $100,000 and one year in 
prison; however, these hunters were not prosecuted.
On October 6th, another press release was issued reporting 
"additional sightings of animals that may be wolves in the southern 
part of Yellowstone National Park and areas of the Bridger Teton 
National Forest.6
MORE ON WOLVES
Defenders of Wildlife Establishes Wolf Reward Program
Al a recent press workshop conducted by Defenders of Wildlife 
in Yellowstone Park, the group announced it will establish a new 
fund that will award $ 5,000 to any landowner in the Northern 
Rockies who has wild wolves reproduce on their private land and 
the wolves successfully raise the pups to adulthood. This Wolf 
Reward Program will start immediately and remain in effect for at 
least three years.
"This program marks another foray for Defenders of Wildlife 
into free-market environmentalism," says Hank Fischer, Defenders' 
Northern Rockies Representative. "While our Wolf Compensation 
Fund has beeen extremely successful, at best it can only make the 
economic impact of wolves on private landowners neutral. Many 
resource experts argue persuasively that a major shortcoming of 
endangered species recovery programs is their failure to provide 
positive incentives for private landowners. We want to sec if 
providing a sizeable cash incenlativc leads to wolf recovery."
According to Dr. Terry Anderson, senior associate at the 
Political Economy Research Center (PERC), "This Wolf Reward 
Program demonstrates Defenders of Wildlife's prowess as an 
environmental entrepreneur. This new program can turn wolves 
from a liability to an asset, and that's the key for getting the private 
sector involved." Anderson recently edited a book entitled "Free 
Market Environmentalism", and is an economics professor at 
Montana State University. PERC is a think tank located in 
Bozeman that encourages market approaches to solving 
environmental issues.
Defenders will rely upon the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to 
verify the location of den sites and the presence of wolves. A key 
criterion will be that the wolf den site is actually on private land.
Defenders stresses that the program will be open to all private 
landowners including ranchers, farmers, timber companies and 
Indian reservations. Says Fischer, "We don't want to exclude 
anyone. After all, our fondest wish is to give away lots of 
money—that would mean wolf recovery is happening. The real 
benefits of this program will only really accrue when we start 
making awards."
-from the last issue of Wolf Action Newsletter
Awoke early and beheld the friendly coat of swan white snow 
blanketing the once green-brown mountainous valley. 
Gathered kindling for a morning fire.
The flames ignite slowly, the cold, damp wood reluctant to flare 
too quickly'
Fresh mountain stream water arrives for purification.
My hands hover the hot coals regaining warmth 
soon toes join the ceremonious dance of circulation 
snow intensifies into a wave of blinding flakes. 
More wood- more fire-more warmth 
Thick aromatic smoke meanders into nearby shelters. 
Keen, sleepy-chilled noses smell the heat 
Slowly...one by one new faces emerge 
circling the life called fire.
Boots, socks and hats come off
Water signals its boil with creeping, swirling team. 
Each dips their cups into the quenching, bubbling water 
We Drink.
A feeling of rechaigement soothes the death in our bones. 
The cache of energy is lowered from the creeking snag.
It feels as if we've hoisted this food for centuries. 
Safe from scavengers.
The simplest foods taste so amazing in the wild. 
Wind howls like the vibrant rays of a full moon shine: 
powerfully-unrelentlessly 
brightness appears in the clouds of twisting, moaning ice crystals. 
SUN’!!
True element of life-the giver of sanity'.
I stare into the comforting light without looking, feeling 
it’s friendly gifts.
Fading behind a curtain of dark ominous pillows suddenly'.
Wind regains, snow hurls 
we huddle closer together 








Time to Reclaim 1
Pitch inyowr Pennies 
to our common cause! 
Recycle Copper Abrahams 
for Healthy Ecosystems.
Proceeds go towards 
lobbying and public 
education efforts 
to pass the
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The following plant impressions grew out of the Wilderness i 
plant, research and record it in words. The breadth ol 
took place on the trail - physical, scientific. 
To Amy, Mike B., Daniel, Tracy, Susan, Linda, Sba
The Sagebrush, has dusty brown-grey, 
woody stalks that rigidly branch out to 
support silvery leaves which are 
approximately one half inch in length 
and three-toothed at the ends. It is a 
hearty shrub to say the least, a 
formidable opponent of the hand axe, 
shovel, or flame. It has been historically 
used for ritual purposes and its 
antimicrobial properties. The entire plant 
has medicinal properties: historical uses 
as first aid treatment, disinfectant, and a 
cleanser. It is also a preferred and 
respected smudge partly because of its 
antimicrobial properties and partly 
because of its aromatics in sauna and 
sweat lodge purification rituals.
Fragaria vesca, or the Woodland Strawberry is a plant which grows 
perennially. It is distinguished by its thin, dark leaves which are marked 
strongly by veins. The leaves' edges are toothed and the leaf surfaces are 
covered with widely spreading hairs. This species is found in rocky 
openings of forest land throughout the United States and the Arctic.
The western Harebell is a 
very widespread perennial able 
to survive in many different 
elevations and environments; 
proven by my observations of 
its existence along Phillips and 
Badger Creeks, as well as at 
the top of Windigo Peak. The 
harebells stems are wiry and 
hair-like and the striking violet 
bell is able to hang on during 
windstorms at elevations of 
10,000 ft.. The greatest value 
of the harebell to humans is 
aesthetic .although its roots 
were used in love potions by 
the Mcskwakis.
Achillea (Yarrow)...stretches one to three feet tall, usually has fem-like leaves and small while flowers 
arranged in both ray and disk shaped clusters. It is commonly found in garden areas, meadows, sandy 
slopes, and dry areas, along roads, paths, clearings and valleys. Yarrow has many medicinal properties 
which have been recognized throughout the centuries, from inducing blood clotting and reducing aches 
and pains, to relieving eye, ear and skin irritations. From having the power to cure the wounds of 
Achilles' warriors to the common cold of today, Achillea is often seen as a cure-all drug.
The Lichen. Mutualism is a symbiotic 
relationship between two different 
species in which both species benefit 
from the association. Lichen is an 
excellent example of this. A lichen 
growing on a bare rock looks like a 
single plant, but it actually consists of 
two plant species living together. One is 
a type of algae, a green plant that 
produces food by photosynthesis. The 
other is a fungus that cannot make its 
own food. The algae provides food for 
itself and the fungus provides shelter for 
the algae and absorbs water to keep 
them both from drying out in the hot sun.
Giant Mountain Aster, aster modestus.
The Greek translation for Aster means a e 
likely arose from the disk shaped, radiat 
of the flower heads. Each head has numer 
filament-like purple or violet ray flower 
center of yellow disk flowers with flower 
also being very narrow. An individual pl 
display solitary or multiple flower heads 
out from the stem above alternating lance 
leaves. Typically the aster is a perennr 
is in Montana, yet can live as an annual 
temperate climates. Flowering occurs mor 
late summer and fall with plants rising t 
feet along stream banks and trails, in me 
in mountain meadows.
vilization Fall 1992 Trek. Students were asked to choose a 
/rings speaks to some of the depth of learning which 
^logical, and above all, deeply personal.
(larry, Mike S., Kristy, Gwen and Rob, thank you.
: __ t__L_____ :_________ L_________________J Shrubby Cinquefoil
Yellow blossom sweet sultry summer 
Leafy green-stemmed from the 
mountain soil
Five furry fingers. Shrubby Orange 
Amber Fire
The way I'll always remember you. 
Intricate and Free.
Horsetail was once an all green plant, according to a native Kutenai story and was given its 
stripes by Coyote. While attempting to pull off a stunt, Coyote fell into the river and could not 
get out. He then spotted a plant on the bank and grabbed hold. When the plants roots started 
to give way, Coyote asked it to please stay strong enough so that he may pull himself out. In 
return, he would give it beautiful color. The plant agreed and when Coyote was safe on shore 
he picked up a piece of charcoal and ran it around the stem, forming stripes. And so it was.
Juniper (Juniper commuris). R 
familiar chddhood scent sent me to my 
fnees to admire the Juniper shrub with its 
long sharp-pointed leaves, its gray to 
reddish brown scaly barfjuidthe 
Wonderful blue-blac (Juniper berries. 
Juniper tafes me bacfjto my childhood, 
when I collectedjuniper berries and hid 
them around the neighborhood. Ofow I 
learn that throughout history native 
people carried the plants in pouches as 
protection against evil influences. ‘When 
a person died, the bedding and belongings 
of the deceased were washed in a juniper 
decoction.
Kinnikinnick. Simple red berries resting on a 
small pointed leaf. It carpets the wooded lowlands 
and also inhabits the wind blown rocky peaks. Its 
dry insipid berries-bear cherries-abundant the 
whole year round, buried beneath the snow, 









erb as it 
ore 
in mid to 
1/2 -3 
woods, and
Pinus flesilis, commonly known as Limber Pine, 
can be found east of the Continental Divide from Alberta 
to Mexico. This tenacious dwarf of the Pinacceae family 
clings to high rocky passes and along the windy western 
plains of the Rocky Mountain Front. Under ideal conditions 
this tree can grown as high as 50 feet, but its preferred 
home on summits, ridge tops, and foothills seldom allows 
for heights more ambitious than six or seven feet.
Buffeted by winds of up to 60 mph and more, 8000 to 
12000 feet above sea level, and quenched by minimal 
rainfall, this tree fills a unique ecological niche, 
unchallenged by its less hardy competitors. Even its 
name refers to its resilient nature, so supple that it can 
actually be tied into knots without breaking.
Oregon Grape is found in all coniferous forests in the 
west excluding Southern California. The leaves grow in 
six or seven groups otf of the main stem, each group 
containing three leaves which are flat with serrated 
edges. Later in the season, the uniformly green leaves 
turn dark red on top while keeping their original color 
on the bottom. Medicinal uses for the dried roots are as 




The 102nd session of Congress ended with a resounding 
override of Bush’s cable tv veto and the death of Senate Bill 1696, 
the Montana National Forest Management Act. This “wilderness 
bill” provided for the protection of 1.19 million acres of Wilderness 
and the formation of over 200,000 acres of wilderness study and 
most important, the release of over 4 million acres of roadless de 
facto wilderness lands for development and resource extraction. 
The House Interior committee weighed-in with a compromise of its 
own that called for 1.45 million acres of big W' wilderness, twice 
the acreage in wilderness study and release language that was less 
severe than the ‘Burns-Baucus' package. In the waning days, we 
even saw a little of Baucus’ split-the-difference, compromise of the 
compromises. It called for 1.3 million acres of Wilderness and 
‘critical' land exchanges that place more grizzly and elk habitat in 
public ownership.
The numbers all sound vaguely similar? Well, that is because 
the only bills seriously considered as viable options 'at this point in 
the political game' are the ones crowding the middle of the aisle, 
calling for milquetoast, piecemeal protection and avoiding any of 
the hard questions this issue raises. The Montana Wilderness bill 
determines the fate of the remaining six million acres of presently, 
but tenuously, unroaded wilderness. It includes areas of low 
elevation, biologically diverse national forests and the traditional 
high altitude ramparts historically included in the preservation 
system. Quibbling over 0.11 million acres either way seems paltry 
and essentially moot in comparison to the travesty of the bills 
themselves.
There is indeed responsible land use legislation out there. The 
Northern Rockies Ecosystem Protection Act (NREPA; HR 5944) 
was introduced on September 9, 1992 by Peter Kostmeyer and 
co-sponsored by four other House members. It provides protection 
for areas still considered part of the timber base, an apparently 
radical idea just taking shape in Washington. It provides protection 
for intact ecosystems and the plants and animals still found here. 
The bill provides what many scientists believe is the only chance to 
save grizzly bears in the lower 48. It also ignores political 
boundaries because ecosystems ignore political boundaries.
Yet it seems the methodical plodding of the US Forest Service 
(USFS), who regardless of land use legislation, maintain their 
nearly insatiable drive to road and develop the lands they manage, 
including roadless areas. Without passage of a Montana wilderness 
bill, "[i]t will be more difficult to get the public to accept logging in 
roadless areas...", according to Regional Forester Dave Jolly 
but,"...[w]e did agree in our forest plans to enter some of these 
roadless areas." And enter they will.
Nearly everyone in Montana wants an end to this debate. Since 
the RARE II process ended, all groups with any vested interest at 
all have come forward with their version of the outcome, but 
nothing has ever been ratified. Politicians have come and gone 
over the issue and politicians today continue to try and end it. Max 
Baucus tried to end it with a modified version of the Melcher Bill 
that nearly passed in 1988. Baucus teamed up with Conrad Bums 
and touted their bill as a workable compromise. Not a great 
compromise, but a resolution to this sticky debate. The bill, written 
by a timber industry attorney and a Baucus aide, released 98 
percent of the suitable timber base and protected non-controversial 
chunks of land high up and close to present Wilderness. It made no 
mention of wild land corridors or linkage zones, the future of
by Steve Maher 
biodiversity in the region or even the notion of ecosystems. The 
release language restricted, for a period of ten years, USFS review 
of wilderness suitability on the basis of its roadless character. 
Meaning that a undesignated roadless area could not be recognized 
as Wilderness solely because there were no roads. This has Jong 
been a vital tool in protecting and designating wild land. No roads 
mean that there are far fewer direct, human intrusions. There are 
less noxious exotics out-competing native flora, less human 
encroachment on sensitive habitat. Roadless areas remain 
fragmented parts of our ecosystem. Without the expense and hassle 
it has cost the USFS to consider the ramification of roads and the 
attendant destruction they cause (in full EIS process), many areas 
being considered today as possible Wilderness would long be paved 
over tourist traps.
The House's Williams/Vento compromise sought to both 
increase the acreage of protected and studied wilderness and also to 
change the dangerous release language in an effort to protect public 
and judiciary' review. It fiddled with water rights language and was 
proclaimed a major overhaul of the Senate bill by the Sierra Club, 
The Wilderness Society, National Audubon Society, Greater 
Yellowstone Coalition and Montana Wilderness Association. Pat 
Williams trumpeted his bill as the election year answer and told 
Congress that Montanans are behind this one.
However, a collection of grassroots organizers, scientists, 
economists, lobbyists and a lot of just plain people have been yelling 
for years about compromising what has already been compromised, 
cut-up, degraded and destroyed. The Alliance for the Wild Rockies 
(AWR) has organized protests, demonstrations, town meetings and 
ultimately NREPA as a way of showing us all that the political 
reality of land use legislation can and must change.
Passage of any bill mandates implementation of national forest 
plans (FORPLAN). In most cases, these plans are already being 
implemented but are stalled by the lengthy and costly EIS process 
that goes along with entering roadless areas. 'Die bills thrown 
around Congress, if passed, would relegate Forest Service review to 
merely bureaucratic formality'. A limber sale would be offered in a 
roadless area, an environmental assessment (EA) would be made 
that does not include wilderness (unroaded) suitability, a Finding of 
no significant impact would be made, an alternative chosen, and a 
timber sale or a lawsuit would follow. The USFS will get and keep 
the logs rolling. They seem to be the only constant in this whole 
sordid mess. Like a plodding leviathan, they continue to ’lumber 
around forests, carving them up into little chunks to be devoured and 
denuded. FORPLANs call for 17 percent of timber sales in Montana 
to come off roadless areas. Maybe even parts of the ‘vital low 
elevation wildlife habitat* and stands of our ’very significant ancient 
forests', because they sure as hell are not going to get any marketable 
timber from the alpine areas. At least not yet anyway.
Grassroots groups on all sides of the equation clamor for a voice 
that can be heard and no one seems to heed them. Multiple use 
people in the Bitterroot Valley want a sustainable future in the 
woods and with appropriate management and harvest, they can have 
that. Without some of the technological advances in modem 
millworking, they can probably even keep their jobs in town, too. 
But everyone seems to consistently overlook the fact that this is not 
simply a Montana’ wilderness bill. These lands are national forests 
and this issue cuts across state boundaries as easily as a migrating 
goose. continued next page.,.
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AND PROPOSED LEGISLATION
On August 13,1992, Congressman Pat Williams (D-MT) announced 
that the U.S. House Interior Committee approved legislation authorizing 
wilderness research and wilderness management institutes in Missoula, 
Montana.
The legislation is designed to improve the wilderness management 
and research programs of the U.S. Forest Service, and authorizes 
establishment of the Aldo Leopold Wilderness Research Institute and 
requires that it be located in Missoula. The bill also authorizes 
establishment of the Arthur Carhart National Wilderness Academy, for the 
purpose of training wilderness managers; that facility would be located at 
the Nine Mile Ranger Station, west of Missoula.
"Missoula's location in the vicinity of some of the nation's outstanding 
and unique wilderness areas makes it an ideal location for these 
facilities..." Williams said. Speaking in support of the legislation during 
the Committee session, Williams observed that Missoula has become a 
national center of public land conservation and wildland management 
efforts.
Williams added that "The University of Montana's Wilderness 
Institute has for two decades provided students with opportunities to study 
wilderness and conservation issues, and the Intermountain Experiment 
Station has been a center of Forest Service wildland management 
research."
This legislation, introduced by Rep. Bruce Vento, unfortunately did 
not pass the full U.S. House before Congress adjourned for this year. It 
will, no doubt, come up again as soon as the New Year gets rolling and 
hopefully will get the support it needs to pass. In a letter to USDA Forest 
Service Chief Dale Robertson, U of M President George Dennison not 
only urged full support of this bill but offered some space for the Research 
Institute on the Fort Missoula Campus. Certainly the establishment of 
these types of facilities in Missoula would greatly benefit the entire 
community.
Peter H. Kostmmayer introduced legislation to 
create a 13 million-acre wilderness preserve stretching 
into five states: Montana, Idaho, Oregon, Washington 
and Wyoming.
Although this visionary bill got caught in the 
political mire and was not passed it will, do doubt, 
resurface once Congress reconvenes in 1993. When it 
does, it is hoped that Congress will begin considering 
an "ecosystem" approach to wilderness that would 
recognize endangered species' habitat needs across state 
lines: At the same time, conservation groups around 
the country need to join forces in the fight to preserve 
this last bit of wild lands. If we allow ourselves to be 
divided and war against each other, then we will surely 
be conquered by corporate greed and someone elses 
political agenda.
See Kostmayer's bill introduction following page...
continued...
Max Baucus is aware of this and has warned that, "Next year, 
the out-of-state groups are going to attempt to have even more 
control and more influence over our state. We have to be very 
cognizant of these pressures and these changes. There has been a 
fundamental change in political dynamics."
The fragments of wilderness remaining barely allow a foothold 
for our most majestic and sensitive species. These areas can remain 
viable storehouses of ecological integrity, but only with formal 
protection. The Forest Service has proven repeatedly its dogged 
determination to manage forests for the sole benefit of extractive 
resource industries. Left to the mandates of their dangerously 
flawed FORPLANs, the USES will rush to carve up vulnerable 
roadless areas into parcels so small (less then 5000 acres) they are 
precluded from Wilderness consideration.
Sound land use legislation is based on the biological needs of 
ecosystems themselves. The Northern Rockies ecosystem needs 
fewer roads. It has also been historically fragmented and now 
demands linkage zones that serve to connect the larger unloaded 11 
areas. Wilderness as a resource has been degraded enough. It is 
time we take what is politically viable and replace it with what is 
ecologically correct. NREPA goes a long way in achieving that 
vision. We need diverse and healthy wild areas. They sustain us. 
Not only in some vague new-age spiritual sense, but in the way they 
ground us (literally), giving us an idea of where we come from and 
where we are going. Self-sustaining and perpetuating wilderness 
lets us all know we are not the apex of this earthly experiment. We 
are merely bit players who happen to have the tragic power to 
choose whether or not to destroy our natural inheritance and our 
legacy.
Poised on the edge of a new century, we seem to be facing a 
few clear choices. We can do our best to conserve and restore the 
rich ecological treasures we still have, providing ourselves and all 
who come after with a sustainable and evolving future, or we can 
rush headlong into the 21st century, blind drunk on our own insane, 
consumptive greed and asleep, awash in apathy. We cannot heed 








PROMOTE ECONOMIC GROWTH: 
CO-SPONSOR THE NORTHERN ROCKIES ECOSYSTEM PROTECTION ACT
Dear Colleague:
I am writing to urge your support for legislation that will promote job creation in the 
Northern Rocky Mountain states by preserving the region‘s most valuable economic 
resource: wilderness.
The Northern Rockies Ecosystem Protection Act, which I am introducing today, would 
permanently preserve virtually all remaining roadless National Forest lands in the 
Northern Rockies, more than 13 million acres in all. In addition, the bill would 
designate 1,300 miles of federal wild and scenic rivers and create a new national park.
This bill constitutes a radical departure from the state-by-state approach to wilderness 
protection ordinarily pursued by Congress. The Northern Rockies bill represents the 
first-ever attempt to deal with Forest Service management questions in a multi-state, 
ecosystem-wide approach. For the first time, the bill injects economic reality into what 
has become a massive pork-barrel program.
For half a century, the Federal Government has subsidized the logging industry in the 
Rockies by selling timber from National Forests at a price well below what tax payers 
spend to manage it. This practice, though has devastated the environment and wasted 
hundreds of millions of taxpayers dollars, has long been promoted as the only means of 
"protecting" the economic foundation of the region.
Recently, however, studies conducted through the economics departments of the 
Universities of Montana and Idaho suggest that subsidizing extractive industries is not 
only a bad deal for the American taxpayer, it is the worst possible course for the 
region's economic future.
In contrast to what we've been told, timber-related employment constitutes only a tiny 
fraction (less than 2 percent) of the job base in the Northern Rockies counties that 
border National Forests. Moreover, while overall economic growth has been relatively 
strong in these areas over the last 15 years, timber employment has declined drastically.
The studies show that many of the new jobs created during the 70's and 80‘s are dependant 
on the remaining wilderness. In the Bozeman, Montana region, recreation now provides 16 
jobs for every one produced by logging. In another particularly egregious example, the 
Forest Service is planning several large below-cost sales out of the Gallatin Forest in 
an effort to protect 75 remaining timber jobs in the area. The roughly 1,200 local 
recreation jobs created in the last 10 years that depend on healthy forests, meanwhile, 
get short shrift in Forest Service calculations.
By protecting the remaining forests, my bill recognizes the classic economic theory of 
supply and demand. As long as this last small bit of wilderness remains, the areas 
around it will continue to prosper. If we cut it all down, as we most certainly will if 
we do not change course, then not only will the timber jobs vanish, but so will all the 
others. If you would like to cosponsor the Northern Rockies Ecosystem Protection Act, 
please contact Annie Goode of my staff at x54276.
Peter H. Kostmayer
MAKING A DIFFERENCE:
THE PEOPLE S VOICE WILL BE HEARD
by Bill Cunningham
Once upon a time wilderness decisions were mostly made by 
desk-bound bureaucrats with little or no knowledge of the land. 
Those were the days long before passage of the landmark 1964 
Wilderness Act. Back in the 20's and 30's, when the Forest Service 
was still young and dynamic, early day crusaders within the agency 
laid the groundwork for our present-day Wilderness System. The 
Forest Service triad of Arthur Carhardt, Aldo Leopold and Bob 
Marshall come immediately to mind as the "commanding generals'' 
of the wilderness battle. We owe much to their foresight and vision.
But even as some 9 million acres of national forest wilderness 
were being set aside by administrative fiat, from the 30's into the 
early 60's, there was increasing recognition that ''there ought to be a 
law!" The greatest single advocate for statutory protection of 
wilderness was Howard Zahnizer who served as Executive Director 
of The Wilderness Society (co-founded by Aldo Leopold and Bob 
Marshall) until his death in June of 1964, only a few months before 
final approval of the Wilderness Act by President Johnson.
In short, the Act revolutionalized the way in which 
publicly-owned wildlands would be allocated. No longer could the 
bureaucrats set aside wilderness. From now on only Congress could 
designate wilderness. True, the wilderness management agencies 
(Forest Service, Park Service, Fish & Wildlife Service and, later on, 
the BLM) could make recommendations but so too could anyone. 
In fact, the past 28 years have shown that the usually skimpy 
wilderness proposals of the agencies have been largely ignored by 
Congress. The people, specifically conservationists, have 
commanded much greater influence over the growth of our 
Wilderness System.
The best example of this growing influence took place in 
Montana back in 1972 when the 240,000 acre Scapegoat Wilderness 
became the nation's first citizen-initiated wilderness. This 
achievement is especially notable given the opposition of the Forest 
Service and the insistence of House Interior Committee Chairman 
Wayne Aspinall that action on "de facto” areas, such as Scapegoat, 
be delayed until final decisions were made on all of the 34 Forest 
Service "primitive areas'*--a lengthy process prescribed in the 
Wilderness Act. The Scapegoat has to wait its turn, insisted 
Aspinall, knowing full well that the Forest Service planned to log 
and road the area long before the primitive area timetable could be 
completed. To make a long story' short, the people demanded 
action. Congress followed the public mandate, and the Scapegoat 
took its rightful place in our nation's wilderness system.
The Wilderness Act thus set in motion one of the greatest 
examples of grass roots democracy our country has experienced. 
The Act actually requires grass roots democracy for its 
implementation. Congress makes the final decision as to which 
lands will or will not be added to the Wilderness System. But in the 
process of making these decisions Congress consults with the 
people through hearings and other means and the people, in tum, 
pound on Congress until a decision emerges from the grass roots. 
Implicit in all of this is that decisions must be made in broad 
daylight.
Behind-the-scenes backroom deals are in direct violation of the 
spirit and intent of the Wilderness Act. Sadly, there are still 
examples of 'good old boy deals" being made without benefit of 
public review, notification and action. Last November U.S.
Senators Max Baucus (D-MT) and Conrad Bums (R-MT) shook 
hands on a compromise that would have designated as wilderness 
only 1.19 million of the remaining 6 million acres of unprotected 
national forest roadless lands in Montana.
Despite the unprecedented objections of 22 Senators this 
closed door agreement was ratified by the U.S. Senate in March 
and was still being used as the basis for debate and decision up to 
the final hours of the 102nd Congress on October 10. Fortunately, 
the House refused to accept the Baucus-Burns bill by adding about 
270,000 acres of wilderness and by standardizing the "release" 
language which affects management of some 4 million acres of 
roadless lands.
In a desparate 11th hour move to salvage the bill Max Baucus 
offered a compromise of the compromise with a 1.3 million acre 
wilderness bill. This proposal, which was not subjected to 
necessary public scrutiny, could have become law had it not been 
for the objections of Senator Burns and 5 other Republican 
Senators. Ironically, these objections were based on a belief that 
1.3 million acres was "too much" wilderness and that the original 
Baucus-Burns agreement should remain unchanged.
The next Congress will witness another go-around in this 
ongoing wilderness drama. If this drama is played out early in the 
session, instead of at the last minute, the people might actually get 
to substantively review maps, boundaries, areas and language. This 
public scrutiny is vital if democracy is to work and if our wildland 
heritage is to be properly protected.
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Editor's note: As coordinator of WSIC, student group of the 
Wilderness Institute, I was obliged to sit through an all day meeting 
of the Institutes advisory board. The board is made up of 
representatives of the various land management agencies, 
conservation groups, academia and concerned citizens.
After spending most of the day discussing the practical and 
political issues surrounding 'wilderness management', an oxymoron 
in some circles, two students from this year's Wilderness and 
Civilization Program entered the scene. Gwen and Shannon read 
excerpts from their journals written during their ten day trek in the 
wildlands of the Rocky Mountain Front, with slides of their trip as a 
backdrop.
The overall effect of their presentations was deeply moving. In 
the discussion that followed one agency official declared that agency 
technocrats across the country should be "inoculated" with the type 
of spiritual connection to Wilderness expressed by these two 
students. Here is some of what Gwen Wyard had to say.
It's day three of our trip. I would imagine that everyone has 
made the mental transition that our community for the next seven- 
days is away from people where the wild grizzly roams, the weather 
changes drastically and the far off sounds are wind and rivers. 
We're now away from our territory of civilized comfort and it's now 
up to us to live with the land.
Wild country. Define wild? To anyone who sits behind walls 
or a desk and tries to define wilderness take your pen and paper and 
come out here and live in it.
Hear the wind howl through the canyon, the river sing through 
the trees. Feel your cold feet and smell the vibrant air. Look at the 
golden aspens quaking in the wind, and the intricate design upon the 
bark. Watch the clouds move above the ridges of the mountain. 
Climb up that ridge and look out onto the Front. Feel the challenge 
of gravity as you work your way down the mountain. Sit silently 
and watch the ladybug crawl upon the Indian Paintbrush. Examine 
the rugged design on the rock face ridges. Notice the elaborate 
color scheme from the trees to the rock to the sky.
I challenge everyone to peak into the wilderness and really 
understand what wilderness and civilization means. I think it means 
balance. So easy to say, so easy to spell, so easy to talk about, but 
so hard to find.
The wind is blowing loudly and the air has a biting chill. The 
gust of wind that blew through the valley reminding us that it’s 
much larger than our lives, eases back allowing us to concentrate on 
the sun.
Amy sat and watched me as I kicked off my shoes and danced 
in the muck. It felt so wonderful! Amy joined me in my dance and 
we ran down the trail and rinsed our feet off in the cold river.
Here now, my feet drying in the sun. I feel my connection with 
this wild country deep within me. Spending this time out here 
allows us to feel the earth, water, wind and fire in their natural state. 
The striking feeling that I wake up to each day is that this country 
takes hold of our natural instincts. My heart, my senses, my 
motivation, my awareness, and my laughter is amplified. I walk 
with awareness and the landscape helps me to understand and see 
the importance of this great country’.
The last couple of days have been far more than I ever 
imagined life could be. One night we're all silting around the fire
listening to Dexter tell the story of Feather Woman mountain, 
and the next day I'm frozen with excitement by the spotting of a 
grizzly bear about 100 yards away. I feel as though I'm writing 
from a dream. But I'm here. I saw the very animal I hold sacred to 
my heart for its wild existence. And now, I'm deep in a windy 
canyon just inside the Badger-Two Medicine area. There's energy 
here. You can't touch it or see it or understand it, but it's an energy 
that has given me my first experiential understanding of the word 
sacred.
I wish the world could have seen us on our walk today. After 
depicting shapes and animals from the rock wall, we found 
ourselves with our faces two inches from a small patch of moss. 
We examined each itty bitty blossom of life on a millimeter by 
millimeter hike. Next to our discovery of this miniature ecosystem 
was a rock with zillions of fossils and amazing designs. Here's to 
beauty in the smallest of things.
I walked up a trail that seemed as if it would take me around 
the river. I was cold. It was windy and the river was deep and 
wide. Walking up the trail and onto an open clearing the wind was 
beating against me. It scared me and I was mumbling, "Stop it, 
would you just cut it out!"
The wind opened up its mouth and knocked me to the ground. 
The wind said to me, 'This is not a place for your comfort. Go 
cross the river!” 1 felt a fear that was larger than my life. It was 
one of the most humbling moments I've ever experienced.
Sitting on my front porch watching the cars drive by. I've just 
arrived home from my trip and I'm shocked by my surroundings. 
I'm amazed at how ten days can make such a powerful difference in 
perspective. I'm privileged to have had the first hand experience of 
a lifestyle we've been moved so far away from. 1 didn't learn the 
physiology of plants or the content of the soil, but instead about our 
relationship with this wild country. The exchange of ideas between 
the group, our books and our journals—looking deep within 
ourselves and experiencing the wild country around us allowed us 
to feel our relationship with the land and develop a belief system to 
support the thoughts and actions we brought back with us to our 
civilized world. This belief system that 1 speak of is the essence of 
this program, and it is crucial to the survival of our wild lands.
Badger-Two Medicine Booklet Goes International!
The Badger Chapter of Glacier-Two Medicine Alliance, a conservation group focusing 
on the protection of Montana's Rocky Mountain Front, recently published a booklet on the 
history of the Badger-Two Medicine controversy.
The Badger-Two Medicine, a 128,000 acre de facto wilderness, is public National 
Forest land, located between Glacier National Park, the Bob Marshall and Great Bear 
Wilderness areas, and the Blackfeet Indian Reservation. It is some of the last habitat for the 
threatened grizzly bear, and is currently witnessing the return of the endangered gray wolf. 
Blackfeet Indians hold treaty rights to the area, and traditionalists maintain that the area is 
"sacred ground."
Fina and Chevron want to drill for oil and gas in this area, and the resulting public 
outcry has ignited public protests from Missoula, Montana all the way to Vienna, Austria.
The Last Stronghold; Sacred Land of the Grizzly. Wolf and Blackfeet Indian, relates 
the importance of this area; from the wildlife who make it their home, to the Glacier 
National Park/Bob Marshall Wilderness Ecosystem of which it is an integral part, and of the 
devastating threats that continue.
In early October, The Society for Threatened Peoples, a Germany based human rights 
organization which has been assisting the Blackfeet traditionalists on the Badger-Two 
Medicine issue, expressed their desire to translate the booklet into a German language 
edition, to be distributed in Germany and the surrounding European countries.
Anja Schmidt, who was in Montana as part of a fact-finding mission on behalf of the 
Society, will begin translation of the booklet upon her return to Germany, and plans to 
release the booklet there early next year.
Badger Chapter co-founder, Bob Yetter, authored the brief, yet detailed, history of the 
plight of the Badger-Two Medicine wildlands. Over 1200 copies have sold since the 
booklets release in June.
In Missoula, The Last Stronghold is available at the UC Bookstore. Garden City News, 
Freddy's Feed and Read, and Rockin Rudy's.
SYMBOLS
A Little FUrther
The unbroken chain of life
Stretches put across the Universe 
Without beginning, without end 
The Light shines thru it 
The River flows to it




The physical cannot exist 
Arid throughout it all
Fbur constants
Love; Change, Earth and Sky
And four symbols
The caterpillar into the butterfly 
And you into I
by Barry Ambrose
With a little help 
from family and friends.
<_____________ _________/
The Last Stronghold
The Story of the Battle for Montana's Badger-Two Medicine
Grizzly Country, Public Land, Wolf Habitat, Sacred Ground
or
OIL FIELD?
Surrounded by Glacier National Park, the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, and the Great 
Bear and Bob Marshall Wilderness areas; the Badger-Two Medicine area represents the 
heart of one of America's last remaining wilderness ecosystems, and is considered to be 
the last stronghold for Blackfeet cultural practices. Threatened with oil and gas 
development, this land has now become a symbolic battleground for Native American 
sacred land claims and for the overall fate of America's public wildlands.
From Napt's creation of the Blackfeet World, through the illegal treaties and wildlife 
extermination campaigns of the late 1800s, to the current oil drilling proposals and the 
Gulf War; the story of the Badger-Two Medicine is highlighted in this 35 page booklet.
Photographs, maps, and poetry help relate the story of what may well be one of the most 
valuable, and most endangered, wildland areas in the lower 48 states.
For only $2.00, The Last Stronghold offers a brief, yet detailed, look at the bigger 
picture of the Badger-Two Medicine sacred lands controversy.
To order The Last Stronghold send check or money order for $3.00
($2 plus $1 for mailing) to:
Badger Chapter, Box 8374, Missoula, Montana 59807
(Proceeds from the sale of this booklet go toward efforts to protect these priceless public wildlands).
Wild Events and 
Happenings
The Alliance for the Wild Rockies
is sponsering a public meeting on the Northern Rockies Ecosystem 
Protection Act, at the Missoula Public Library on November 17, at 
7:00 pm.
The Montana Wilderness Association
is holding their Annual Convention, December 4th and 5th, in 
Bozeman and the Holiday Inn.
The Planet Drum Foundation
has issued a call for bioregional reports, letters, interviews, poems, 
stories and art. This Foundation is working to foster exchange 
among bioregional groups and projects. Contact them at P.O. Box 
31251, San Francisco, Shasta Bioregion, CA, 94131.
The Wilderness Institute and Wildlands Studies 
and Information Center
will once again sponsor the Wilderness Lecture Series spring 
semester. This years theme will focus on Bioregionalism.
See U of M's course guide for more details or call the Wilderness 
Institute at 243-5361
' WORDS ON 
WILDERNESS
/ The W.S.I.C. student \ 
newsletter is seeking 
contributions of graphics, 
poems, short stories, 
investigative articles, graduate 
research, historical/cultural 
writings, diverse opinions and 
suggestions—almost anything 
pertaining to wilderness issues, 
resource policy and 
environmental concerns;
Please contact
Susan VanRooy, Julie Burrus 
or Jennifer Wilkie at the 
i Wilderness Institute y
V with any submissions /
Please note:
Our Wildlands Student Group is 
expanding its info center. Investigative 
articles, research papers and 
historical/cultural writings would be greatly 
appreciated. Students have the option of 
submitting their work strictly for 
informational purposes and not for 
publication in lliwtfc on Wilderness.
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